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RESPONSE TO RESTRICTION REQUIREMENT 



Sir: 



In response to the Office Action mailed December 13, 2007, which set a one- 
month period for response, please consider the following remarks. 
Claims 1-14 are pending in this application. 

In the December 13, 2007, Office Action, restriction of the pending claims 
under 35 U.S.C. §§121 into one of the following Groups was required: 
Group I: claims 1 and 2, drawn to a composition; 

Group II: claims 3-11, drawn to a method for the purification of a peptide or 

a lipopeptide; and 
Group III: claims 12-14, drawn to a method for the purification of 

Pneumocandin B. 
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The Office Action asserts that the subject matter of the claims of Groups I-III are distinct. 
Specifically, the Office Action asserts that Groups I and II and Groups I and III are 
related as product and process of use, but that Groups II and III are unrelated. 



Applicants hereby elect Group I for initial prosecution on the merits, in response to the 
Restriction Requirement. Applicants hereby request that, upon allowance of the subject 
matter of Group I, Groups II and III be examined on the merits. 



application could be made without serious burden. See MPEP §803, in which it is stated 
that "if the search and examination of an entire application can be made without serious 
burden, the examiner must examine it on the merits, even though it includes claims to 
independent or distinct inventions" (emphasis added). It is respectfully submitted that 
this policy should apply in the present application in order to avoid unnecessary delay 
and expense to Applicants and duplicative examination by the Patent Office. 



application is in condition for allowance. The Examiner is invited to contact the 
undersigned at the telephone number set forth below, should he believe that anything 
further is necessary to place this application in even better form for allowance. 



connection with this Amendment. If any time extensions are needed for the timely filing 
of this Amendment, Applicants petition for such extensions and authorize the charging of 
Deposit Account No. 13-2755 for the necessary fees. 



While Applicants do not necessarily agree with all of the above assertions. 



It is respectfully submitted that search and examination of the entire 



In view of these arguments, Applicants respectfully submit that this 



Please charge Deposit Account No. 13-2755 for any fees due in 



Respectfully submitted. 
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I|^istration No. 51,156 
Attorney for the Applicants 
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